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Date:   Thu, 25 Apr 2002 19:03:10 EDT
From:   qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU
To:     "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: QRP-L digest 2536

			    QRP-L Digest 2536
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  3) [125481] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
	by "ss lyon" <sslyon@megalink.net>
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  5) [125483] Re: QRPTTF this Saturday!
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 12) [125490] QRP ToTheField
	by "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com>
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	by "Steve Lawrence" <Steve.Lawrence@ITWFEG.COM>
 44) [125522] ACARA Hamfest
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Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:02:27 -0400
From: "ss lyon" <sslyon@megalink.net>
To: "chat qrp" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125479] OT: Professor Arnaldo C's info?
Message-ID: <005d01c1ebe4$1b20f4a0$5cc7e742@megalink.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Please forward Arnie's e-mail addr. as I have a friend who would like to contact
him on a visit to CO land. Thanks in advance
AA1MY


Seabury  &  Sharon Lyon
99 Sparrowhawk Mtn Rd
Bethel ME, 04217  U.S.A.
207-836-2576

Virus Protection by Norton and ZoneAlarm


------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 17:07:13 -0600 (CST)
From: Bruce Rattray <rattray@gpfn.sk.ca>
To: QRP-Canada <qrp-canada@neale.gpfn.sk.ca>,
        Low Power Group <qrp-l@LeHigh.EDU>
Subject: [125480] QRP Get-together
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.33.0204241704440.11063-100000@neale.gpfn.sk.ca>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


At the QRP-Get-together at the Glacier/Waterton hamfest last year, someone
did a show&tell on the St.Louis vertical...does anyone remember who that
was please?...I would like to get in touch with that person...it might
have been a VE op...thank you...

..72/73 - Bruce (VE5RC+VE5QRP) QRP-C#1  QRP-L#886  ARCI#9683  Zombie#272
            A-1 Operator Club - 10/10# 944 - QRP Borg#1  - Whiner#10 -
            - VE5QRP SOC#11 - VE5RC SOC#12 - oo#148 - K2#2032 - COG#15 -
          "QRP! How sweet it is!"        "I am da man wit "DAH" paddle!"



------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:22:23 -0400
From: "ss lyon" <sslyon@megalink.net>
To: <kd1jv@moose.ncia.net>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125481] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <006601c1ebe6$e3bcef20$5cc7e742@megalink.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sounds like a great gizmo, Steve. I have a question in that regard that's been
bothering me for years.
SETUP:
Rig - whatever; Tuner - whatever; Antenna - whatever
CONDX:
a.) Place a "Tuning Aid" ( ant. analyzer -any kind) in place of the TX and tune
the system flat.
b.) Replace the TA with the rig and key it. (same piece of coax)
RESULT: Invariably there is a significant difference between indicated SWR as
measured on the Tuner and "Flat" on the analyzer, requiring re-tuning. Diff. can
be as much as.... 5:1 when the rig is connected, depending on the rig.
I thought that perhaps grounding might have an effect, but  the diff is usually
minimal.
I have been able to match readings only by inserting a var. cap. in the ground
leg of the output link on transmitters with that kind of output tank circuit.
Thoughts?
AA1MY

Seabury  &  Sharon Lyon
99 Sparrowhawk Mtn Rd
Bethel ME, 04217  U.S.A.
207-836-2576

Virus Protection by Norton and ZoneAlarm
----- Original Message -----
From: "Steven Weber" <kd1jv@moose.ncia.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2002 4:55 PM
Subject: HB: ATU tuning aid


> Hi Gang,
>
> I just added a new project to my web page, an ATU tuning aid. Basicly, it's
> an oscillator, low power amplifier and return loss bridge. I copied the
> bridge out of Solid State Design and added the oscillator/amplifier and a
> simple RF detector. It puts about 5 to 10 mw of signal into your ATU, which
> you can then adjust for best 50 ohm match.  This lets you adjust your ATU
> with out causing any (or much) QRM.
>
> It's a pretty simple two transistor circuit, uses reasonably common parts
> and should be easy to build with Manhatten, ugly or Island cutter
> construction. Currently, mine fits on a 2.1" x 2.0" board, with oscillator
> coils for up to six bands.
>
> As usual, if there is enough interest in a gizmo like this (and no doubt
> there will be) we'll think about doing up a quickie kit, maybe in a month
> or so.
>
> http://www.qsl.net/kd1jv/rlb.HTM  for the direct link to the project
>
>
> 72,
> Steve, KD1JV
> "Melt Solder"
> White Mountains of New Hampshire
> http://www.qsl.net/kd1jv/
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Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 18:51:05 -0500
From: <jfox6@houston.rr.com>
To: "QRP" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125482] RAM
Message-ID: <000c01c1ebea$e5e5c5c0$e62e1942@houston.rr.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

    Guys and Gals,
    I have a Toshiba 2425CDS model Laptop.  It came with 32 meg RAM.  I need
to find an additional 32, 64. or 128 meg stick.  Since the Model of Toshiba
is fairly old, it uses EDO SDRAM, which is increasingly difficult to get.
Any one who has this RAM or knows of a source, please let me know.  Thanks
for the OT memo.

73/72

Foxy
jfox6@houston.rr.com
http://www.qsl.net/w5hir


------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:53:09 -0400
From: W2AGN <w2agn@w2agn.net>
To: Fred Lesnick <flesnick@tbaytel.net>,
        Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125483] Re: QRPTTF this Saturday!
Message-ID: <0204241953091V.12483@jsielke>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

On Wednesday 24 April 2002 18:12, Fred Lesnick wrote:
> Rain today, and now snow flurries here, it is 2211 z, Wednesday April
> 24/02.
>
 wit "DAH" paddle!"

-- 

Good news, temps here forecast mid-60's
bad news rain forecast

Will be on from Delaware, look for W3IYQ.

   --------------------------
      John L Sielke   W2AGN
         w2agn@w2agn.net
      http://www.w2agn.net
   

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:26:16 -0500
From: "George, W5YR" <w5yr@att.net>
To: sslyon@megalink.net
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125484] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <3CC74D28.34764786@att.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Seab, if you are relying upon the SWR indicator in the rig to be the final
arbiter, then you are on the right track. The problem with any inline
wattmeter or SWR meter is that it changes the environment of the line it is
in. Thus two SWR meters in the same piece of coax may or may not show a
minimum reflected power when the tuner is adjusted; usually, on some bands
and coax lengths, etc. etc. they will show minimum reflected power with two
different tuner settings. 

On my setup - Icom PRO and MFJ 989C tuner - on 40 both meters show 1:1 with
the same tuner settings. But on 20 and up, they start differing. The
difference is small and no harm comes from using the tuner indication in
any situation that I have seen, but it may look confusing to see the tuner
set for 1:1 SWR and then to see you rig meter showing a higher reading,
sometimes as high as 1.5:1 or even higher.

Before anyone gets excited, recall that any SWR under 2:1 is almost always
acceptable in terms of added transmission line loss. But, the line
impedance variations can cause some problems as well as inducing some rigs
to reduce their power output.

I always rely upon the rig SWR meter indication since what it is really
indicating is the nearness of the load being seen by the transmitter to the
desired 50+j0 ohm load it was designed for *at the transmitter load point
in the rig*. Whatever tuner setting causes the rig SWR to indicate 1:1 - or
more accurately zero or near-zero reflected power to the rig - is the
correct one regardless of what the tuner SWR meter shows.

Technically, there is usualy no transmission line within the rig long
enough to support a standing wave and thus with which to measure an SWR
within the rig. There may be a short length of coax in the antenna input,
etc. but more commonly everything is done on PCB boards so the notion of
measuring SWR within the rig is a little of a stretch. What that rig meter
is doing is just comparing the actual load it is seeing with 50 ohms
resistive and when they match, the meter reads zero or "1:1 SWR." As the
load impedance departs from 50+j), the meter just reads higher.

Not trying to rain on Steve's parade as his device will be a great aid in
getting the tuner "in the ballpark." But, that final super-tweak will have
to be made with an eye on the rig SWR meter in all liklihood.

Seab, what you report sounds more extreme than anything I have ever seen,
but I can believe that it could happen. An SWR bridge in a coax line
introduces changes in the Zo of that line and as a result reflections occur
and other SWR meters in the system may and can read different values.

73/72/oo, George W5YR - the Yellow Rose of Texas         
Fairview, TX 30 mi NE of Dallas in Collin county EM13qe   
Amateur Radio W5YR, in the 56th year and it just keeps getting better!
QRP-L 1373 NETXQRP 6 SOC 262 COG 8 FPQRP 404 TEN-X 11771 I-LINK 11735
Icom IC-756PRO #02121  Kachina 505 DSP  #91900556  Icom IC-765 #02437


ss lyon wrote:
> 
> Sounds like a great gizmo, Steve. I have a question in that regard that's been
> bothering me for years.
> SETUP:
> Rig - whatever; Tuner - whatever; Antenna - whatever
> CONDX:
> a.) Place a "Tuning Aid" ( ant. analyzer -any kind) in place of the TX and tune
> the system flat.
> b.) Replace the TA with the rig and key it. (same piece of coax)
> RESULT: Invariably there is a significant difference between indicated SWR as
> measured on the Tuner and "Flat" on the analyzer, requiring re-tuning. Diff. can
> be as much as.... 5:1 when the rig is connected, depending on the rig.
> I thought that perhaps grounding might have an effect, but  the diff is usually
> minimal.
> I have been able to match readings only by inserting a var. cap. in the ground
> leg of the output link on transmitters with that kind of output tank circuit.
> Thoughts?
> AA1MY

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:50:00 -0500
From: "Walter AG5P" <walter@accessus.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125485] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <004301c1ebf3$236841e0$48476ad8@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Only trouble 'is' that most qrp rigs do not have a built-in
swr bridge :-)

72  Walter, AG5P...............Wright City, MO

<snipped>
----- Original Message -----
From: "George, W5YR" <w5yr@att.net>
> Not trying to rain on Steve's parade as his device will be a great
aid in
> getting the tuner "in the ballpark." But, that final super-tweak
will have
> to be made with an eye on the rig SWR meter in all liklihood.
>



------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:51:33 -0500
From: Todd Enders <enders@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125486] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <200204250051.AA01015@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu>
Content-Type: text/plain
Mime-Version: 1.0 (NeXT Mail 4.2mach_patches v148.2)


	Not to start a Holy War, but from a strictly *theoretical*
standpoint, *if* the tuner is adjusted to produce 50+j0 ohms
at the input, it should not matter a *whit* what length of 50 ohm
cable runs from the tuner to the rig, the reflected power *should*
be zero.  If it's not, it could be any of several things:

	1.  The interconnect cable is not really 50 ohm.  Coax varies,
and, in the case of foam dielectric stuff, the centre conductor can
migrate off centre, producing strange impedance bumps.

	2.  Bad connectors and/or splices.  Again, this introduces
impedance bumps, making the impedance of the line as a whole
something other than 50 ohms.

	3.  Some SWR meters introduce their own impedance bumps,
or are out of adjustment in other ways to where they indicate
reflected power incorrectly.

	4.  The match you're obtaining with the tuner isn't 50 ohms
at the input.  Especially with highly reactive loads, you may not
be able to tune out all the reactance.

	Of course, with a decent 50 ohm dummy load, all this can be
checked.  Connect different lengths of known good cable between
the SWR meter and the load.  If it shows zero reflected power in
all cases, the meter passes muster.  This should be done both for
the rig, if it has a built-in SWR indicator, and for the outboard SWR
meter.  Then, swap in your station interconnect cables, and repeat.
If all is good, the system *up to* the tuner.  Now, hook up the antenna
to the tuner and proceed to adjust for a 50 ohm match.  Change cable
lengths between the tuner *input* and the SWR meter.  If you start
seeing indications of reflected power, the impedance presented to
the tuner output is outside the range the tuner can match.

	Another thing that comes to mind, if one doesn't want to worry
about the cables and such.  Connect the SWR meter to the rig with
the shortest length of cable feasable.  For most of the HF bands,
this *should* put the internal and external indicators in agreement,
more or less.  The goal, of course, is to make the system look like
50+j0 ohms at the connector to the rig.  Ideally, with a tuner tuner
like has been bandied about, you'd hook the output of it directly to
the end of the coax that plugs into the rig.  If you can get it to show
low SWR at that point, you should be set. :-)

72/73,

Todd, AG0T

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 20:09:05 -0500
From: "George, W5YR" <w5yr@att.net>
To: enders@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125487] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <3CC75731.99235709@att.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

No war, Todd - just the observation that "most" SWR meters when introduced
into a coax line alter the properties of that line. Now, the tuner is being
adjusted so that the load side of the SWR meter looks into 50+j0 so it
reads 1:1. The problem is that the input to that SWR meter may or may not
also be 50 ohms the same as it is now terminated in.

If an external meter, such as Steve's device or an "antenna analyzer" is
used external to the tuner and on the input side of the tuner's SWR meter,
then to within the accuracy of the external meter, the tuner input is set
to 50+j0. But, even here the tuner SWR meter may or may not read 1:1 under
those conditions.

You brought up several good reasons why meters can read differently.

This topic has been batted around ad infinitum on rec.radio.amateur.antenna
with the conclusion always coming out that real SWR meters when looking
into 50 ohms may not have 50 ohms input Z and many commonly do not. The
presence of a meter in the system alters the system so that meters nearer
the power source are more likely to be correct.

Again, the arbiter on transmitter load is the measurement made at the load
point itself, which is what the rig "SWR" meter purports to measure. It is
actually measuring the difference between its desired 50+j0 ohms and the
actual load impedance *at the transmitter load point.*

73/72/oo, George W5YR - the Yellow Rose of Texas         
Fairview, TX 30 mi NE of Dallas in Collin county EM13qe   
Amateur Radio W5YR, in the 56th year and it just keeps getting better!
QRP-L 1373 NETXQRP 6 SOC 262 COG 8 FPQRP 404 TEN-X 11771 I-LINK 11735
Icom IC-756PRO #02121  Kachina 505 DSP  #91900556  Icom IC-765 #02437





Todd Enders wrote:
> 
>         Not to start a Holy War, but from a strictly *theoretical*
> standpoint, *if* the tuner is adjusted to produce 50+j0 ohms
> at the input, it should not matter a *whit* what length of 50 ohm
> cable runs from the tuner to the rig, the reflected power *should*
> be zero.  If it's not, it could be any of several things:
> 
>         1.  The interconnect cable is not really 50 ohm.  Coax varies,
> and, in the case of foam dielectric stuff, the centre conductor can
> migrate off centre, producing strange impedance bumps.
> 
>         2.  Bad connectors and/or splices.  Again, this introduces
> impedance bumps, making the impedance of the line as a whole
> something other than 50 ohms.
> 
>         3.  Some SWR meters introduce their own impedance bumps,
> or are out of adjustment in other ways to where they indicate
> reflected power incorrectly.
> 
>         4.  The match you're obtaining with the tuner isn't 50 ohms
> at the input.  Especially with highly reactive loads, you may not
> be able to tune out all the reactance.
> 
>         Of course, with a decent 50 ohm dummy load, all this can be
> checked.  Connect different lengths of known good cable between
> the SWR meter and the load.  If it shows zero reflected power in
> all cases, the meter passes muster.  This should be done both for
> the rig, if it has a built-in SWR indicator, and for the outboard SWR
> meter.  Then, swap in your station interconnect cables, and repeat.
> If all is good, the system *up to* the tuner.  Now, hook up the antenna
> to the tuner and proceed to adjust for a 50 ohm match.  Change cable
> lengths between the tuner *input* and the SWR meter.  If you start
> seeing indications of reflected power, the impedance presented to
> the tuner output is outside the range the tuner can match.
> 
>         Another thing that comes to mind, if one doesn't want to worry
> about the cables and such.  Connect the SWR meter to the rig with
> the shortest length of cable feasable.  For most of the HF bands,
> this *should* put the internal and external indicators in agreement,
> more or less.  The goal, of course, is to make the system look like
> 50+j0 ohms at the connector to the rig.  Ideally, with a tuner tuner
> like has been bandied about, you'd hook the output of it directly to
> the end of the coax that plugs into the rig.  If you can get it to show
> low SWR at that point, you should be set. :-)
> 
> 72/73,
> 
> Todd, AG0T

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 21:22:12 -0400
From: Steven Weber <kd1jv@moose.ncia.net>
To: "ss lyon" <sslyon@megalink.net>
Cc: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125488] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <3.0.6.32.20020424212212.007a9740@mailhost.ncia.net>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>b.) Replace the TA with the rig and key it. (same piece of coax)
>RESULT: Invariably there is a significant difference between indicated SWR as
>measured on the Tuner and "Flat" on the analyzer, requiring re-tuning.
Diff. can
>be as much as.... 5:1 when the rig is connected, depending on the rig.

The antenna analyzer or this tuning aid will match you into a 50 ohm load.
But the output of the rig may not be 50 ohms, so you have to rematch it to
whatever it is. That rises another question. Will a SWR meter, which is
generally designed for a nominal 50 ohm system, show a 1:1 SWR, if the
input and output are matched, but not necessarily at 50 ohms? Say 30 ohms?
I'd hate to think something in the tuner, feed line or antenna is changing
due to the different power levels!

I'll have to check to see if there is any difference between the tuner
settings I get with the tuner aid as opposed to various rigs and power
levels. At the moment, I get the same settings as marked on the dial of the
tuner with the tuner aid as I got when I marked then with a rig and SWR
bridge, so that's encouraging. On 40 and 20 at least. 

 
72,
Steve, KD1JV
"Melt Solder"
White Mountains of New Hampshire
http://www.qsl.net/kd1jv/

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 21:16:30 EDT
From: MertNellis@aol.com
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125489] Re: QRPTTF this Saturday!
Message-ID: <c3.21c27918.29f8b2ee@aol.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am reading all the reports of snow and laughing.
Last Monday when at my QTTF site, I stood in 3 inches of snow and looked out 
over the lake and wondered if setting up on lake ice would qualify as MM.
The snow is gone now but more forecast for the BIG Saturday coming up.  I'll 
probably be operating by the lake but I sure do hate to repeat FYBO. 
BCNU        Mert       W0UFO       MNQRP

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 19:50:40 -0600 (MDT)
From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com>
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125490] QRP ToTheField
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204241943030.3710-100000@Daisy.dog>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


	Lucky me. I got the work for our annual bean feed moved to Friday 
so Saturday is free. I plan to drive to where my irrigation water leaves 
the Rio Grande and flows via big ditches to a place close to home.

	There I will find a tree to get under because it's expected to be 
85F by 2 PM. I will check the numbers and hope the bands are open this 
year...last year it was BAD!

	My gear is a FT-817 driving a Hamstik high up on top of my camper 
shell. Hope to work you all. Wish Tim k5oi was still here. But at least 
alone I will be able to work 20 meters....

-- 
Yours Truly,

  	 - Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net  (505) 524-3303  -
                        http://www.zianet.com/k5di/


------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 22:01:30 EDT
From: SMurph555@aol.com
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Cc: Caljsi@aol.com
Subject: [125491] Mesilla Valley Beanfeed and QRPTTF
Message-ID: <173.7428b2e.29f8bd7a@aol.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all,
     Won't make it to the beanfeed this year, but I did 37 years ago.  I was 
at a school at Ft. Bliss, TX, then, and enjoyed meeting the hams around that 
area.  I recall buying an AM modulator with a pair of 811s in it, which I 
toted all the way back home to central New York State in my '56 Plymouth 
convertible.  I was going to put a thundering signal on 144 MHz AM and CW 
(never happened).  Also operated a VHF Contest from Emory Pass, NM, along 
with one of the locals.  A Gonset Communicator III and a 6 element Telerex 
beam on 2 meters.
     To bring this a bit on-topic, I plan to operate QRPTTF from the eastern 
shore of Chesapeake Bay.  
72/73
Cal K4JSI  - comments to caljsi@aol.com, please  

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 21:19:56 -0400
From: Chuck Ludinsky <cludinsky@attbi.com>
To: neqrp@jonal.net, qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125492] NEQRP CW Net, 25 April 2002, 8:30 PM EDT, 3.565 MHz
Message-ID: <3CC759BC.4010404@attbi.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The New England QRP Club's WQ1RP CW net meets again Thursday night, 
25 April 2002, at 8:30 PM EDT (0030Z, 26 Apr 02) on or near 3.565 MHz.
Net control operator for this week's session will be John, WB1HBE, 
operating from Chelmsford, MA.

Last week's net had a light turnout, with a total of 6 folks 
participating in the net:

 AA1MY     Seab       Bethel, ME          599
 N1VS      Vince      Winsted, CT         599
 W1CFI     Paul       Falmouth, MA        489/QSB
 W1PID     Jim        Sanbornton, NH      599
 N1EI      Charlie    Mansfield Ctr, CT   599
 K1CL      Chuck      Chelmsford, MA      net op

Thanks to everyone for QNI'ing, and hope to hear you again this week.
And don't forget QRPTTF this weekend.

72 DE K1CL,
Chuck.




------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 22:39:54 -0400
From: "Ronald Davis" <RDavis24@carolina.rr.com>
To: "QRP-L" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125493] Yaesu FT-301AD CW problem Help please?
Message-ID: <003101c1ec02$7b5ce5e0$a13e4a18@your318ruqz03z>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello
I just picked up a nice QRP rig and its Yaesu's old FT-301AD. The problem is
that I can not get any output at all on cw. The usb,lsb,am and fsk work
fine, but nothing on cw? The sidetone comes on but no output at all, now
even milliwatts. Could there be a relay sticking or something. I really need
some help on this one.
Thanks
Ronnie
KE4VPN


------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 22:36:46 -0400
From: "Tom Tishken KD4WOV" <kd4wov@earthlink.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125494] Gainsville, Fla hamfest this weekend
Message-ID: <MBBBKJCFDGAJAEEFGLAPMEEGECAA.kd4wov@earthlink.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

any one going?

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 22:47:30 EDT
From: IamSF5@aol.com
To: RDavis24@carolina.rr.com, qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125495] Re: Yaesu FT-301AD CW problem Help please?
Message-ID: <34.26870958.29f8c842@aol.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 4/24/02 10:40:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time, 
RDavis24@carolina.rr.com writes:

<< fine, but nothing on cw? The sidetone comes on but no output at all, now
 even milliwatts. Could there be a relay sticking or something. I really need
 some help on this one. >>
Ronnie,
At times we over look the simple things.
Double check the key,wires and the Jack where the key goes into.
I had 2 of the rigs and they are old but for the age the RX is super.
There is a mod for more RX gain just by changing 1 transistor.
Let me know how you make out.
Bob
AF2Qrp <tm>

------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 23:00:31 EDT
From: RLemmel@aol.com
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125496] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <176.73cca2e.29f8cb4f@aol.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


One thing you might want to check with your tuning aid or analyzer is how 
well do the frequencies agree between it and your rig.  If  your tuning is 
very sharp (which is common with random antennas) your analyzer may be 
showing a 1:1 and then you switch over to your rig which is not quite on the 
same frequency and you lost your nice 1:1 that you just spent several minutes 
tweaking to perfection.  Just a thought.
72-Randy,wv9n

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 07:55:58 +0100
From: Wayne Scace <WM-Scace@wiu.edu>
To: "low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125497] Re: where is eham?
Message-ID: <5.1.0.14.0.20020425075318.03a2dbc8@POP3.wiu.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

                 Hi gang,
         Wayne K9DI es Sequoia here.  I just had to put my $.02 worth 
in  about not being able to reach www.eham.net via AOHELL.  The simplest 
reason I can think of is that the admin at eham have blocked any requests 
from AOHELL.  AOHELL seems to have a reputation as harboring spammers es 
crackers.
72  es MOO/OO


Respectfully and Sincerely Yours,


Wayne M. Scace

k9di@arrl.net
k9di@qsl.net
LICQ# 315313
FISTS# 4409
QRP-L# 2313
QRPp-L# 243
FPQRP-L# 217
SOC# 452
ARS # 1,082
Zombie # 800
http://www.qsl.net/k9di



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 06:32:46 -0400
From: Ray Sills <raysills@1stconnect.com>
To: QRP list <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125498] Magnifier lamp
Message-ID: <B8ED538E.102C5%raysills@1stConnect.com>
Mime-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hi Gang:

HeartlandAmerica.com has a deal on those magnifier type desk lamps.  $30.

Here's the link: http://www.heartlandamerica.com/Item/Default.asp?SKU=3550.

I don't have one, and all the usual disclaimers apply... but I may get one
to assist in those kit projects that use SMDs.


73 de Ray
K2ULR
FN20tl




------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 05:53:07 -0600 (MDT)
From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com>
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125499] ToTheField Contest Rules? 
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204250549480.1578-100000@Daisy.dog>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


	For some strange reason I thought this contest is sponsored by 
ARCI but I am wrong again. Will someone please send along the rules again 
to the list? I plan to send in my score, if I know where to send it...:-)

-- 
Yours Truly,

  	 - Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net  (505) 524-3303  -
                        http://www.zianet.com/k5di/


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 08:11:09 -0400
From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com>
To: aa8vs@msn.com
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125500] Re: Homebrew - comments
Message-ID: <3CC7F25D.13804952@erols.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit



> 
> I have built a couple of Dave Benson's kits, great experience I
> might add.  This should be done at least once, great sense of
> satisfaction.
> 
> Designing something from scratch, not at that level nor in near
> future, but we can have dreams I guess.
> 
I believe  the whole argument can be reduced to a definition.  What is
homebrew?  Is it building kits?  Is it building projects from magazines
or web pages?  Is it doing your own design?  And what items are really
candidates for the homebrewer?

Actually it is all of the above!  You probably must crawl before you can
walk.  You have to build a few kits before you try a magazine project,
unless you have a good elmer and a very complete article.  As far as
doing your own design, it is fun but it takes much more knowledge than
just building a kit.

And any item is a valid project for the homebrewer, be it a radio, or an
antenna, or a computer program.  Nearly all are available at every
level!

73

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 08:14:32 -0400
From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com>
To: mightymik2@attbi.com, qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125501] Re: Homebrew
Message-ID: <3CC7F328.B593324D@erols.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Despite the source of the technology, isn't the name a bit of a
misnomer?  As I have always understood the term ROBOT, it meant a
machine that carried its own on board intelligence.  The battlebots are
nothing more than R/C cars with a destructive bent!

73

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 09:03:36 -0400
From: W2AGN <w2agn@w2agn.net>
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125502] Re: Homebrew - comments
Message-ID: <02042509033621.12483@jsielke>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

On Thursday 25 April 2002 08:11, Bruce Muscolino wrote:

> I believe  the whole argument can be reduced to a definition.  What is
> homebrew?  Is it building kits?  Is it building projects from magazines
> or web pages?  Is it doing your own design?  And what items are really
> candidates for the homebrewer?


-- 
Homebrew is none of the above. Real Homebrewers get a length of copper 
tubing, and make a coil about 9-12" in diameter, and at least 15 turns. Then 
you need a big pot, with a tight lid, in which you boil a bit of corn, mixed 
with a secret recipe. You connect the copper coil t9o a hole in the pot 
lid........

Part II in QST next month
   --------------------------
      John L Sielke   W2AGN
         w2agn@w2agn.net
      http://www.w2agn.net
   

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 09:05:21 -0400
From: W2AGN <w2agn@w2agn.net>
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125503] Re: Homebrew
Message-ID: <02042509052122.12483@jsielke>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

On Thursday 25 April 2002 08:14, Bruce Muscolino wrote:
> Despite the source of the technology, isn't the name a bit of a
> misnomer?  As I have always understood the term ROBOT, it meant a
> machine that carried its own on board intelligence.  The battlebots are
> nothing more than R/C cars with a destructive bent!
>
> 73

-- 

No onboard intelligence? Destructive bent?

Sound like anyone we know?


(Yeah, yeah, save the bandwidth, I can see 100's of people typing W2AGN!!)


   --------------------------
      John L Sielke   W2AGN
         w2agn@w2agn.net
      http://www.w2agn.net
   

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 09:22:37 -0400
From: "ss lyon" <sslyon@megalink.net>
To: <w5yr@att.net>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125504] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions...
Message-ID: <002901c1ec5c$44ce4640$5cc7e742@megalink.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks to all for some very helpful/thoughtful replies. I've got some good
suggestions for further exploration... AFTER QRPTTF! I'll report on findings.
muchas gracias!
73
AA1MY

Seabury  &  Sharon Lyon
99 Sparrowhawk Mtn Rd
Bethel ME, 04217  U.S.A.
207-836-2576

Virus Protection by Norton and ZoneAlarm
----- Original Message -----
From: "George, W5YR" <w5yr@att.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2002 9:09 PM
Subject: Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...


> No war, Todd - just the observation that "most" SWR meters when introduced
> into a coax line alter the properties of that line. Now, the tuner is being
> adjusted so that the load side of the SWR meter looks into 50+j0 so it
> reads 1:1. The problem is that the input to that SWR meter may or may not
> also be 50 ohms the same as it is now terminated in.
>
> If an external meter, such as Steve's device or an "antenna analyzer" is
> used external to the tuner and on the input side of the tuner's SWR meter,
> then to within the accuracy of the external meter, the tuner input is set
> to 50+j0. But, even here the tuner SWR meter may or may not read 1:1 under
> those conditions.
>
> You brought up several good reasons why meters can read differently.
>
> This topic has been batted around ad infinitum on rec.radio.amateur.antenna
> with the conclusion always coming out that real SWR meters when looking
> into 50 ohms may not have 50 ohms input Z and many commonly do not. The
> presence of a meter in the system alters the system so that meters nearer
> the power source are more likely to be correct.
>
> Again, the arbiter on transmitter load is the measurement made at the load
> point itself, which is what the rig "SWR" meter purports to measure. It is
> actually measuring the difference between its desired 50+j0 ohms and the
> actual load impedance *at the transmitter load point.*
>
> 73/72/oo, George W5YR - the Yellow Rose of Texas
> Fairview, TX 30 mi NE of Dallas in Collin county EM13qe
> Amateur Radio W5YR, in the 56th year and it just keeps getting better!
> QRP-L 1373 NETXQRP 6 SOC 262 COG 8 FPQRP 404 TEN-X 11771 I-LINK 11735
> Icom IC-756PRO #02121  Kachina 505 DSP  #91900556  Icom IC-765 #02437
>
>
>
>
>
> Todd Enders wrote:
> >
> >         Not to start a Holy War, but from a strictly *theoretical*
> > standpoint, *if* the tuner is adjusted to produce 50+j0 ohms
> > at the input, it should not matter a *whit* what length of 50 ohm
> > cable runs from the tuner to the rig, the reflected power *should*
> > be zero.  If it's not, it could be any of several things:
> >
> >         1.  The interconnect cable is not really 50 ohm.  Coax varies,
> > and, in the case of foam dielectric stuff, the centre conductor can
> > migrate off centre, producing strange impedance bumps.
> >
> >         2.  Bad connectors and/or splices.  Again, this introduces
> > impedance bumps, making the impedance of the line as a whole
> > something other than 50 ohms.
> >
> >         3.  Some SWR meters introduce their own impedance bumps,
> > or are out of adjustment in other ways to where they indicate
> > reflected power incorrectly.
> >
> >         4.  The match you're obtaining with the tuner isn't 50 ohms
> > at the input.  Especially with highly reactive loads, you may not
> > be able to tune out all the reactance.
> >
> >         Of course, with a decent 50 ohm dummy load, all this can be
> > checked.  Connect different lengths of known good cable between
> > the SWR meter and the load.  If it shows zero reflected power in
> > all cases, the meter passes muster.  This should be done both for
> > the rig, if it has a built-in SWR indicator, and for the outboard SWR
> > meter.  Then, swap in your station interconnect cables, and repeat.
> > If all is good, the system *up to* the tuner.  Now, hook up the antenna
> > to the tuner and proceed to adjust for a 50 ohm match.  Change cable
> > lengths between the tuner *input* and the SWR meter.  If you start
> > seeing indications of reflected power, the impedance presented to
> > the tuner output is outside the range the tuner can match.
> >
> >         Another thing that comes to mind, if one doesn't want to worry
> > about the cables and such.  Connect the SWR meter to the rig with
> > the shortest length of cable feasable.  For most of the HF bands,
> > this *should* put the internal and external indicators in agreement,
> > more or less.  The goal, of course, is to make the system look like
> > 50+j0 ohms at the connector to the rig.  Ideally, with a tuner tuner
> > like has been bandied about, you'd hook the output of it directly to
> > the end of the coax that plugs into the rig.  If you can get it to show
> > low SWR at that point, you should be set. :-)
> >
> > 72/73,
> >
> > Todd, AG0T


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 09:51:12 -0400
From: "Lau, Zack,  W1VT" <zlau@arrl.org>
To: "'qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU'" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125505] Re: ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <125490A005E3D3118C9C00805FC743CC027E32ED@KAHLESS>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

I used to see this with a 20 meter vertical using indoor 
radials from my 2nd floor apartment.  Adding a good RF 
choke to the feedline eliminated the problem.  

The coax shield was part of the antenna system--changing 
the length of the shield changes the antenna.

73--Zack W1VT

BTW--has anyone else ever won a QRP ARCI QSO party 
from a 2nd floor apartment?

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 10:15:52 -0400
From: "Hare,Ed, W1RFI" <w1rfi@arrl.org>
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125506] RE: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <125490A005E3D3118C9C00805FC743CC040F3BF0@KAHLESS>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

> But not the guy who just  buys a kit, builds it, plugs it in, and goes.

I think that "homebrew" means what it means to each individual. If I buy all
of the pieces of a car from a "kitter" and assemble it, have I built a car?
I think so. If I buy all those pieces from an auto-parts store and build it,
have I built a car?  I think so.  Where is the difference?  A ham who buys a
kit is doing his or her own version of homebrew, as is the ham who does a
dead-bug construction.  There may be less involved in the kit, because the
ham doesn't learn about parts ordering, but everything else can be there,
from identifying parts to soldering to mechanical construction to debugging
the thing when it doesn't work the first time.

73, 
Ed Hare, W1RFI

> -----Original Message-----
> From: Mike Yetsko [mailto:myetsko@insydesw.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2002 1:29 PM
> To: w1rfi@arrl.org; Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion
> Subject: Re: Death of Homebrew
> 
> 
> Sure, for him!  And probably even for the people who read the articles
> about it, get the software, and then make their OWN devices 
> as variants.
> I'd even classify them as homebrew.  But not the guy who just 
> buys a kit,
> builds it, plugs it in, and goes.
> 
> Mike
> 
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: "Hare,Ed, W1RFI" <w1rfi@arrl.org>
> 
> 
> > > Is PSK31 homebrew?  I don't think even there.
> >
> > How about the guy that designed the encoding method and wrote the
> software?
> > As software-defined radio becomes a bigger part of Amateur 
> Radio, we may
> > need to rethink the boundaries on what we call "homebrew."
> >
> > http://www.arrl.org/tis/info/sdr.html
> >
> > 73,
> > Ed Hare, W1RFI
> > ARRL Lab
> > 225 Main St
> > Newington, CT 06111
> > Tel: 860-594-0318
> > Internet: w1rfi@arrl.org
> > Web: http://www.arrl.org/tis
> >
> >
> >
> > > -----Original Message-----
> > > From: Mike Yetsko [mailto:myetsko@insydesw.com]
> > >
> > > You know, a lot depends on what you clasify as 
> 'homebrew'.  Is a K2
> > > homebrew?  Not really.  Is PSK31 homebrew?  I don't think 
> even there.
> > >
> > > Kits are not homebrew.  At least, not pure homebrew in my mind.
> > >
> > > But, I think there really IS a lot of homebrew going on.  
> Maybe not so
> > > much 'hardware oriented' to radio, but 'radio associated'.
> > > People doing
> > > HAM radio stuff with computers.  Interfaces, software, 
> 'management',
> > > control.
> > >
> > > I see  lot of it, but it's not always where you look.  Hey,
> > > at one point
> > > 5 of the cards in my PC-AT were homemade, wirewrap or 3-M textool.
> > > And 2 of them might be considered HAM oriented...  But 
> they wouldn't
> > > be as obvious as the 'tube construction articles' you saw 
> in the 60's.
> > >
> > > Mike
> 
> 

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 10:34:40 -0400
From: Tom Feeny <tfeeny@comcast.net>
To: *QRP-L <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125507] Re: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <000401c1ec66$583e9400$24553e44@waldlk01.mi.comcast.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT


> I think that "homebrew" means what it means to each individual. 

Exactly.   Dif'runt strokes.   When I started out
in the 50's, many rigs were suplus conversions.
Was that 'homebrew'?   I think so.  
A 'rig' used to mean a separate TX and RX.  
Now most are transceivers.    Times change.  
Modern hams have a lot more technical know-how 
than those in the spark era.    Modern rigs are
much more complicated than a cat-whisker RX.   
IMHO.
regards,
Tom, W8KOX




------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 10:47:01 -0400
From: "Mike Yetsko" <myetsko@insydesw.com>
To: <tfeeny@comcast.net>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125508] Re: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <004501c1ec68$1992f5a0$0600a8c0@charter.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hmm, as I've said in private email, there's a wide range of what 
constitutes 'homebrew'.  Just building a kit in my mind doesn't.  But
when someone has 'P...ed in the pot' so to speak to add their own
flavor, then it does.  

I don't consider my K2 homebrew at all, but it's certainly homebuilt.

But I DO consider my Ramsey 2M kit homebrew, as I've done some
customization to the PLL.  I even consider my ICOM 22S homebrew,
as I've built up a diode/switch interface to control the PLL in it.  And 
I've even jacked around with a ROM based interface for it.  

Mike


----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Tom Feeny" <tfeeny@comcast.net>

> > I think that "homebrew" means what it means to each individual. 
> 
> Exactly.   Dif'runt strokes.   When I started out
> in the 50's, many rigs were suplus conversions.
> Was that 'homebrew'?   I think so.  
> A 'rig' used to mean a separate TX and RX.  
> Now most are transceivers.    Times change.  
> Modern hams have a lot more technical know-how 
> than those in the spark era.    Modern rigs are
> much more complicated than a cat-whisker RX.   
> IMHO.
> regards,
> Tom, W8KOX



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 11:15:54 -0400
From: "brian" <brian@iquest.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125509] Re: Homebrew
Message-ID: <003d01c1ec6c$1ccfd450$3d05080a@BM17711>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I think it depends on your skill level as well. The guy that is building his
very first kit is certainly experiencing the thrill of homebrew. Then having
that kit actually WORK is engerizing the homebrew urge even more....what can
I build next?  After a few more kits the guy might take an interest in
Manhattan building techniques and attempt to build something from a
schematic and bag-o-parts.

He may not have designed it but now he gets to decide things like layout,
part mix, maybe now he's upgraded his soldering station and doesn't have to
ask "Which end of the diode is the anode?" or "How can I tell the polarity
of a electrolytic cap?".  Then a little light comes on and says, "Hey, try
substituting this part for that part." and it still works, maybe better,
maybe worse...but we've learned something.  In pursuit of more he might
start reading books like QRP Notebook, Designer's Notebook, or Solid State
Designs....things will start making more sense...to the point that one day
he may grab a pencil and some paper and draw his verison of a original
design, modified.

Next thing you know the guy is getting real good at modifying existing
circuit examples, making them better, and showing others how to do the same.
Then one day, he's sitting at the bench, listening to his Norcal 40A in the
background, and he's hit with an idea for a new gadget or a smaller gadget,
and actually comes up with an original circuit...builds it, it works, and
kits it up for others to enjoy.

Personally, I'm in the middle.  I like building kits, I like building stuff
from already tested and tried schematics on a hunk-o-PCB, and I'm starting
to experiment a little more just to see what this or that does when I do
this or that to that or this...who knows, maybe soon I'll be ready to tackle
the bonds of time and get my time machine off the ground and back to the
good old days when we had to carve our tubes outta wood....with a dulled
sharpened rock, barefoot, in snow, uphill, both ways.  :-)

73 de KB9BVN




------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 11:01:29 -0400
From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com>
To: w2agn@w2agn.net
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125510] Re: Homebrew
Message-ID: <3CC81A49.7D4CAF1F@erols.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


Yep, someone named John!

There are lots of real robots, they are not a fantasy.  They help man in
many ways, most without supervision and all of which involve some degree
of self intelligence.  Very few, if any of them, have some guy in a
booth overhead holding and operating a Futaba RC system!

73
> 
> No onboard intelligence? Destructive bent?
> 
> Sound like anyone we know?
>

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 09:38:45 -0600
From: "Dave Ek" <ekdave@earthlink.net>
To: <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125511] Home network cards & other computer stuff for trade
Message-ID: <000701c1ec6f$4a5194b0$a6813389@dlco5ekda>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Gang,

I've got a few computer items excess to my needs that I'm willing to trade:

1) Diamond Homefree 1MB/s phoneline networking cards. Uses your existing
phone wiring to connect two PCs on a network. Works with Windows 9x, Me, NT
4.0, & 2K, but NOT with XP (which is the reason I replaced them with newer
cards). Diamond (now SonicBlue) doesn't make these anymore but you can still
download drivers and access support info on their web site. I'll include the
installation CD and manual. I used these for a couple years and they worked
great. With them you can share files, printers, do multiplayer gaming, etc.
Works the same as if you installed ethernet cards and a hub (but doesn't
require a hub). These work simultaneously with your telephones &
modem--using the phone doesn't interrupt your network, or vice versa. A few
users report that they've needed to install a filter on the modem input to
prevent interference, but I didn't have this problem. These cards require a
PCI slot in each computer. They're HomePNA 1.1 compliant, and you can buy
cards (or USB devices) from other manufacturers (like Linksys) that are
HomePNA 2.0 compliant but will work with these cards in case you want to add
additional computers. I also noticed no interference problems with my radio
gear. No guarantees (your mileage may vary) but these worked well for me.

2) A USB-to-serial port adapter. I bought this a month ago to try to add an
additional serial port to my PC. Didn't work for me, because I had already
installed a PCI card in my PC to add 2 serial and 1 parallel port. The USB
adapter thingie worked but disabled one of my other added serial ports. I
think this would work fine on a system with only one or two serial ports. I
only paid about $25 for this. Comes like new in original box with all
accessories, software, etc. Will not work with Windows 95, but works with 98
& up, as long as you have a USB port.

3) A Canon BJC-4000 color inkjet printer (parallel port interface, cable NOT
included). You'll need to purchase new cartridges for this. It's not been
used in a couple years. I have the driver CD that came with it, and probably
the manuals around here someplace. Should still work. I replaced it because
my kids were printing pretty high volume and the cartridges are expensive.
The paper feed was occasionally persnickety, too.

4) A toshiba T1000SE notebook computer. This is a relic but in excellent
condition. It's an original 8086-based system with a monochrome (blue)
LCD-like screen with no hard drive or modem. DOS (3.3, I think) is built-in.
1MB memory. Includes the original power supply. I still have the original
manuals. I replaced the NiCd battery a few years ago but I'm not sure the
battery is still good. I'll make sure it still runs before we seal a deal.

Obviously, some of this stuff is not worth a whole lot. Not looking for
anything particular in trade--any interesting stuff will be considered.
Stuff for QRP, other radio stuff, other electronic stuff, etc...

In case anyone's interested, I have a bunch of other old computer stuff, not
worth much to me, but maybe of interest to others: ISA ethernet card (origin
and condition unknown), diamond stealth video card, diamond speedstar video
card, one or two modem cards (33.6K, 28K, etc.), an original Sound Blaster
card, an old gameport card (also ISA, I think), a 486SX25 processor chip, &
probably some really old SIMMs (256K, 1MB & 4MB), plus a 486DX2/66 PC
"carcass" (motherboard/case/power supply). Any of that stuff is free for the
cost of shipping.

73 de Dave NK0E



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 08:54:31 -0700
From: "Trevor Jacobs" <fxtech@earthlink.net>
To: <myetsko@insydesw.com>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125512] Re: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <005901c1ec71$7d81c240$b498b2d1@tjacobs>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Yea you know when I was a boy, we didn't have solid state devices, and
all that flippity flu. We had to go to the beach and gather sand to melt
into glass to form our own tubes, and we used old scrap metal for the
innards. Then ol Jeves would suck on a tube till his face turned blue to
get a vaccuum in there. Hehe...now that was REAL homebrew   ;-)

73's Trev KG6CYN

----- Original Message -----
From: Mike Yetsko <myetsko@insydesw.com>
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2002 7:47 AM
Subject: Re: Death of Homebrew


> Hmm, as I've said in private email, there's a wide range of what
> constitutes 'homebrew'.  Just building a kit in my mind doesn't.  But
> when someone has 'P...ed in the pot' so to speak to add their own
> flavor, then it does.
>
> I don't consider my K2 homebrew at all, but it's certainly homebuilt.
>
> But I DO consider my Ramsey 2M kit homebrew, as I've done some
> customization to the PLL.  I even consider my ICOM 22S homebrew,
> as I've built up a diode/switch interface to control the PLL in it.
And
> I've even jacked around with a ROM based interface for it.
>
> Mike
>
>
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: "Tom Feeny" <tfeeny@comcast.net>
>
> > > I think that "homebrew" means what it means to each individual.
> >
> > Exactly.   Dif'runt strokes.   When I started out
> > in the 50's, many rigs were suplus conversions.
> > Was that 'homebrew'?   I think so.
> > A 'rig' used to mean a separate TX and RX.
> > Now most are transceivers.    Times change.
> > Modern hams have a lot more technical know-how
> > than those in the spark era.    Modern rigs are
> > much more complicated than a cat-whisker RX.
> > IMHO.
> > regards,
> > Tom, W8KOX
>
>
>


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 11:12:49 -0500
From: "Brice D. Hornback" <bdh@cyberbound.net>
To: fxtech@earthlink.net,
        Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125513] Re: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <00ef01c1ec74$0b9721e0$6501a8c0@lwrnce01.in.comcast.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Yes... I agree with Trevor.  REAL homebrewing is mining the raw materials
and making your own components.  Ever make 1000 feet of magnet wire by hand
from raw copper ore?  Sure is tough to make printed circuit boards from raw
ore.  Lots of steps involved and sure does make a mess in the kitchen.  My
eyes sure aren't good enough to build ICs from scratch anymore... not that
they ever were.  Point contact stuff is easy enough... diodes are a piece of
cake.  But getting all those "things" inside an 8-pin DIP is darn near
impossible.  hi hi

Come on folks... build a kit or something from scratch and get on with it.
It's ALL homebrew... just for different skill levels.

73/72/71! de Brice KA8MAV
QRPp International Radio Club
http://www.QRPp-I.com

----- Original Message -----
From: "Trevor Jacobs" <fxtech@earthlink.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2002 10:54 AM
Subject: Re: Death of Homebrew


> Yea you know when I was a boy, we didn't have solid state devices, and
> all that flippity flu. We had to go to the beach and gather sand to melt
> into glass to form our own tubes, and we used old scrap metal for the
> innards. Then ol Jeves would suck on a tube till his face turned blue to
> get a vaccuum in there. Hehe...now that was REAL homebrew   ;-)
>
> 73's Trev KG6CYN
>
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: Mike Yetsko <myetsko@insydesw.com>
> To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
> Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2002 7:47 AM
> Subject: Re: Death of Homebrew
>
>
> > Hmm, as I've said in private email, there's a wide range of what
> > constitutes 'homebrew'.  Just building a kit in my mind doesn't.  But
> > when someone has 'P...ed in the pot' so to speak to add their own
> > flavor, then it does.
> >
> > I don't consider my K2 homebrew at all, but it's certainly homebuilt.
> >
> > But I DO consider my Ramsey 2M kit homebrew, as I've done some
> > customization to the PLL.  I even consider my ICOM 22S homebrew,
> > as I've built up a diode/switch interface to control the PLL in it.
> And
> > I've even jacked around with a ROM based interface for it.
> >
> > Mike
> >
> >
> > ----- Original Message -----
> > From: "Tom Feeny" <tfeeny@comcast.net>
> >
> > > > I think that "homebrew" means what it means to each individual.
> > >
> > > Exactly.   Dif'runt strokes.   When I started out
> > > in the 50's, many rigs were suplus conversions.
> > > Was that 'homebrew'?   I think so.
> > > A 'rig' used to mean a separate TX and RX.
> > > Now most are transceivers.    Times change.
> > > Modern hams have a lot more technical know-how
> > > than those in the spark era.    Modern rigs are
> > > much more complicated than a cat-whisker RX.
> > > IMHO.
> > > regards,
> > > Tom, W8KOX
> >
> >
> >
>


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 11:16:16 -0500
From: "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125514] Re: Death of Homebrew
Message-ID: <011701c1ec74$88b7e880$a400a8c0@EOS>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Trevor said... 
> Yea you know when I was a boy, we didn't have solid state devices, and
> all that flippity flu. We had to go to the beach and gather sand to melt
> into glass to form our own tubes, and we used old scrap metal for the
> innards. Then ol Jeves would suck on a tube till his face turned blue to
> get a vaccuum in there. Hehe...now that was REAL homebrew   ;-)
> 
> 73's Trev KG6CYN

You had sand? Cool!

[First liar in a fish story doesn't stand a chance :-) ]

73,

Tim  N9PUZ


------------------------------

Date: Wed, 24 Apr 2002 21:32:20 -0700
From: "Doug Hendricks" <ki6ds@dph.dpol.net>
To: <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125515] The NorCal definition of Homebrew
Message-ID: <001f01c1ec12$32f889c0$4a0b0d0a@dph.dpol.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I love Jim Cates definition of Homebrew.   When we first started, we were
having a contest and it involved a Homebrew classification.  I asked Jim
what criteria we should use.  His answer?   "If the guy built it, its
homebrew".  Simple, concise and it has worked for me.  Another reason that I
call Jim the "Sage of Sacramento".  72, Doug


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 12:21:32 -0700
From: "Glen Leinweber" <leinwebe@mcmail.cis.mcmaster.ca>
To: "qrp-l" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125516] Re:ATU tuning aid: Questions for ant. gurus...
Message-ID: <003d01c1ec8e$68d84680$07ea7182@mcmaster.ca>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Gonna take issue about George's comments about SWR
meters affecting line Z.
I know Stockton type SWR indicators, but believe my comments
extend to other types too.
Both line voltage and line current are "sampled", meaning a
small bit of RF power is used to take a SWR measurement. So
yes, there is a perturbation inside the SWR meter, but it is
very small. For our QRP case, we must steal a bit more power
to make a measurement, but the affect is STILL small.

Not nearly enough to account for Seab's original SWR
experiment difficulties.

Seab is likely encountering ground difficulties, as Zack has
pointed out. An SWR measurement that doesn't include ALL
RF currents & voltages isn't too helpful... Any RF current
flowing on the outside of coax isn't included in SWR
sampling.

If you get different SWR results with different rigs driving
the same antenna, look to ground currents on outside of
coax as the cause, or if you're running balanced feedline,
then it may be unbalanced.
In both cases, your feedline is likely radiating RF, and
cleaning it up can pump more power into your antenna -
hopefully, your antenna is a better radiator!


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 11:49:09 -0500
From: "George, W5YR" <w5yr@att.net>
To: ki6ds@dph.dpol.net
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125517] Re: The NorCal definition of Homebrew
Message-ID: <3CC83385.BF7566F3@att.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Once again, the voices of wisdom prevail over the petty defenses of false
logic, intended discord, and misinformation.

Now, we can get back to talking about QRP and building rigs, however so . .
.

73/72/oo, George W5YR - the Yellow Rose of Texas         
Fairview, TX 30 mi NE of Dallas in Collin county EM13qe   
Amateur Radio W5YR, in the 56th year and it just keeps getting better!
QRP-L 1373 NETXQRP 6 SOC 262 COG 8 FPQRP 404 TEN-X 11771 I-LINK 11735
Icom IC-756PRO #02121  Kachina 505 DSP  #91900556  Icom IC-765 #02437


Doug Hendricks wrote:
> 
> I love Jim Cates definition of Homebrew.   When we first started, we were
> having a contest and it involved a Homebrew classification.  I asked Jim
> what criteria we should use.  His answer?   "If the guy built it, its
> homebrew".  Simple, concise and it has worked for me.  Another reason that I
> call Jim the "Sage of Sacramento".  72, Doug

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 12:52:09 -0400
From: "C L Barnett" <kb4cuq@worldnet.att.net>
To: <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125518] End fed Zepp or W3EDP antenna
Message-ID: <003f01c1ec79$8d947800$19dc5d0c@computer>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Could some one who has used the End fed Zepp or the
W3EDP antenna for QRP work please tell me how well
it works and how they are built and especially how you 
get it into the house.
Thanks
Clyde L. Barnett KB4CUQ    
kb4cuq@arrl.net



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 10:59:21 -0600
From: "Rod N0RC" <rod@n0rc.com>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125519] death of homebrew...
Message-ID: <001201c1ec7a$8c79c3c0$6401a8c0@greyrock>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

...the mail thread:


Apply this rule after the message arrives

  Where the Subject line contains 'death' and 'of' and 'homebrew' 

Delete it 

  and Stop processing more rules 


That pretty much killed "...homebrew..." here! ;-)

73, Rod N0RC
Ft Collins, CO



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 07:19:13 -0400
From: "John Dorson" <jdorson@Worldshare.net>
To: <kd4wov@earthlink.net>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125520] Re: Gainsville, Fla hamfest this weekend
Message-ID: <000201c1ec89$95918060$cc97f4d1@atwork>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

NO
----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Tom Tishken KD4WOV" <kd4wov@earthlink.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2002 10:36 PM
Subject: Gainsville, Fla hamfest this weekend


> any one going?


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 16:03:17 -0400
From: "Steve Lawrence" <Steve.Lawrence@ITWFEG.COM>
To: qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU
Subject: [125521] Real Homebrew... And Low Power Too!
Message-ID: <OFFD1F3BBF.095B9597-ON85256BA6.006DF019@itwfeg.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Homebrew?  Check out this facinating page of homebrew crystal radios. Take 
a look through the "Masters Class" as listed down the left of the page...

        http://w3.one.net/~charlie/contest/

73,
Steve
aa8af

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 16:22:20 -0400
From: Greg Weinfurtner <weinfurt@oak.cats.ohiou.edu>
To: qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU
Subject: [125522] ACARA Hamfest
Message-ID: <p05100307b8ee15087cd6@[132.235.80.120]>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hi all,
	We're having our hamfest this Sunday the 28th  here in 
Athens, Ohio. (Athens County Amateur Radio Association.)   If any 
QRPers are in the area that day, please stop in and say "Howdy!" 
We'll be there from 7 am until at least noon.


More info at:  http://www.seorf.ohiou.edu/~xx150/hamfest.html



72 de NS8O
Greg Weinfurtner

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 15:12:35 -0600 (MDT)
From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com>
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125523] DX back on 15 meters
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204251509090.3158-100000@Daisy.dog>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


	I got my PSK-31 gear working well on 20 meters and then went to 
21.070 and there was just one station calling CQ...9A6STZ I called him and 
he came right back. It was a shock because this guy is in Croatia! We 
chatted and he said my QRP was 559 100% copy with -26 IMD. The FT-817 does 
have a good setup for PSK.

-- 
Yours Truly,

  	 - Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net  (505) 524-3303  -
                        http://www.zianet.com/k5di/


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:06:26 -0400
From: "Ken Newman" <n2cq@dandy.net>
To: "N4SO" <N4SO@Juno.com>, "W3BG" <W3BG@arrl.net>,
        "N9AVG" <N9AVG@amsat.org>,
Subject: [125524] [CONTEST} N2CQ QRP Contest Calendar - 4/27-5/1
Message-ID: <001101c1ec9d$11af3440$3d891c42@18.95.182.twsn1.md.home.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

                    N2CQ QRP CONTEST CALENDAR
                        April 27-May 1, 2002

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

QRP To The Field (CW)  ...QRP Contest!!

Apr 27 - 1500z - 2400z (Pick any 6 hours)

Rules: http://www.fix.net/~jparker/norcal.htm

"Water World Deja Vu"

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Helvetia Contest (CW/SSB) (Swiss) ...QRP Category

Apr 27 - 1300z to Apr 28 - 1300z

Rules: http://www.sk3bg.se/contest/helvc.htm

"Work Swiss Cantons"

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Florida QSO Party (CW/Phone) ...QRP Category

Apr 27 - 1600z to Apr 28 - 0159z and
Apr 28 - 1200z to 2159z

Rules: http://www.qsl.net/fqp/rules.htm

"Work Florida counties"

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Nebraska QSO Party (CW/SSB) ... QRP Category

Apr 27 - 1700z to Apr 28 - 1700z

Rules: http://www.qsl.net/hdxa/neqso/neqso.htm

"Work Nebraska counties. More points for QRP"

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

AGCW DL QRP Party (CW) ... QRP Contest!

May 1 -1300z to 1900z

Rules: http://www.sk3bg.se/contest/agcwqqp.htm

European mostly QSO party"

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Thanks to SM3CER, WA7BNM, ARRL and others
for assistance in compiling this calendar.

Please foreward the contest info you sponsor to N2CQ@ARRL.NET and
we will post it and give it more publicity.
Anyone may use this "N2CQ QRP Contest Calendar" for your website,
newsletter,
e-mail list or other media as you choose.
(Include a credit to the source of this material of course.)

72 de                        **** QRP Contest Calendar ****
Ken Newman - N2CQ        http://www.njqrp.org/data/contesting.html
N2CQ@ARRL.NET            http://www.n3epa.org/Pages/Contest/contest.htm
                         http://www.qsl.net/cqrp/contests.html





------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:24:46 -0400
From: "Ed Tanton" <n4xy@earthlink.net>
To: "'Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion'" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125525] My own comments to the FCC on RM-10413...
Message-ID: <002e01c1ec9f$a0021210$c39efea9@n4xy>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

FWIW: 

"I utterly oppose the reallocation of existing non-SSB frequencies for
the following reasons: 1) Existing SSB allocations are adequate as long
as reasonable order and behavior are followed; 2) Non-SSB modes
encourage experimentation; 3) Morse code(CW) operation is a mode of
choice for developing ("3rd world") countries due to the simplicity of
CW equipment compared to that required for SSB; and 4) Young operators
in this country and elsewhere frequently must use such simple equipment
due to the ease of construction and/or relatively lower costs of
equipment used for Morse code(CW) operation." 

73  Ed Tanton  N4XY  <n4xy@earthlink.net>

Ed Tanton  N4XY
189 Pioneer Trail
Marietta, GA  30068-3466

website:   http://www.n4xy.com

All emails <IN> & <OUT> checked by
Norton AntiVirus with AutoProtect

LM: ARRL  QCWA  AMSAT & INDEXA;
SEDXC  NCDXA    GACW   QRP-ARCI
OK-QRP  QRP-L #758  K2 (FT) #00057
 



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:28:52 -0400
From: wkhibbert@juno.com
To: kb4cuq@worldnet.att.net
Cc: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125526] Re: End fed Zepp or W3EDP antenna
Message-ID: <20020425.172853.-443407.1.wkhibbert@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Clyde.  Keith here in the Depths of the Great Bergen Swamp.
I am cc:'ing this to the list also as others may be thinking of the W3EDP
antenna.

I ran a comparison on the W3EDP and my "regular" antennas on 40 & 20
Meters some years ago.  I am doing this from memory, it's probably
archives somewhere, but I will never find the location in this geological
age...

20 Meters - W3EDP and 1-wave OCF wire:

No difference on most signals.  Some slight improvement off the end of
the OCF wire.  More noise pickup on the W3EDP, probably because one end
was at the back of the house.  W3EDP easily tuned with a cheap MFJ tuner.
 One setting covered half of the band.

40 Meters - W3EDP and 40 Meter inverted Vee up 40 feet:

Signals on the 40 Meter Inverted Vee were 1/2 to 1 S-unit better. 
Comparable reports on the air.  Far less noise on the Inverted Vee
(located about 100 feet out from the house).  W3EDP showed no
directivity.  W3EDP matched easily with the same cheap MFJ tuner, but
needed to be tweaked every 75 - 100 KHz.  W3EDP was good enough for
European DX, the Inverted Vee was better.

Overall, if the W3EDP is the only antenna one can put up, or is the
desired antenna for portable operations, go for it.  A decent performer
with a low profile installation.  I did not check it on the upper bands
as 15 & 10 were not open at that time.  You are on your own there I am
afraid.

Good luck and let us know how your W3EDP works if you utilize one...

73, Wm. Keith Hibbert, WB2VUO, TC/WNY ARRL Section
President, Brockport Amateur Radio Klub
"My night light runs more power than my Rig!!!"
mailto:wb2vuo@arrl.net

________________________________________________________________
GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNO!
Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less!
Join Juno today!  For your FREE software, visit:
http://dl.www.juno.com/get/web/.

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 00:23:01 +0100
From: "k8cv" <k8cv@netzero.net>
To: "Qrp-L Posts" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>
Subject: [125527] I have 2 clasic home brews for sale
Message-ID: <000301c1ec98$b65e44e0$e32c3b41@waltamos>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

They don't work.

The receiver has a nice Jackson drive in a tentec enclosure , an audio IC
and a 602 mixer. The schematic is in the cover. There is a speaker. It is
for 80 meters. here is your chance to be a hero. All this trouble for only
$25 dollars

Naturally money order or certified check as I SURE DON'T WANT IT BACK !

The wonderful transmitter is full of transistors and looks pretty ugly. it
is crystal controlled and I assume for 80 meter also. This dog matches the
receiver pretty well . There are a lot of loose wires inside and I don't
even have the schematic so this one is a REAL CHALLENGE for the HEARTY QRPER
!

$25 bucks will bring you this tear jerker. Naturally a money order or
certified check ONLY as this is a real DOG !

No returns, no nasty post to qrp-l when you get these dogs ! Be for warned ,
lots of sweat and tears went into there construction but not mine as I'm a
KIT MAN !! Oh, yes, I only build thing that I want to work, and only
reliable kit manufactures for me.

Remember , no money back, no returns. Your fix em, not me !


Walt Amos K8CV Royal Oak, MI.



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:43:15 -0400
From: "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net>
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125528] VLF Transmitter & Receiver
Message-ID: <000501c1eca2$51b72a20$71c2fea9@w2wu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Has anyone preliminary data / designs for VLF equipment in contemplation of
new frequency assignments? - W2WU



------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:46:56 -0400
From: wkhibbert@juno.com
To: kb4cuq@worldnet.att.net
Cc: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125529] Re: End fed Zepp or W3EDP antenna
Message-ID: <20020425.174657.-443407.2.wkhibbert@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Clyde.  Keith again.

I forgot to answer your last question.  I put the tuner on a shelf by the
window and brought the wires for the W3EDP in under the edge of the
window, straight to the tuner.

Not pretty, but it worked.

73, Wm. Keith Hibbert, WB2VUO, TC/WNY ARRL Section
President, Brockport Amateur Radio Klub
"My night light runs more power than my Rig!!!"
mailto:wb2vuo@arrl.net

________________________________________________________________
GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNO!
Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less!
Join Juno today!  For your FREE software, visit:
http://dl.www.juno.com/get/web/.

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:26:03 -0400
From: Steven Weber <kd1jv@moose.ncia.net>
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125530] Re: death of homebrew...
Message-ID: <3.0.6.32.20020425172603.007a5af0@mailhost.ncia.net>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I know you guys are sick of this thread, but interesting to note that the
guy who wrote the essay in Si-Am which got this all started is a ham,
KF6LOJ. We need to send him a note to get into QRP and join this group:-)

Chuck Penson, a radio ham in Tucson, Az who he quotes as saying, "The art
of homebrewing one's own electronic equipment is pretty much a lost one"
obviously doesn't know what he's talking about, or about this group!

I guess we all need to unplug our irons and buy a Yeacomwood :-)


72,
Steve, KD1JV
"Melt Solder"
White Mountains of New Hampshire
http://www.qsl.net/kd1jv/

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 16:58:18 -0500
From: "tmyers" <tmyers@AcademicPlanet.com>
To: <n4xy@earthlink.net>,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125531] Re: My own comments to the FCC on RM-10413...
Message-ID: <003901c1eca4$50794100$0100a8c0@newkid>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Point one is well taken.  I am a CW op by choice.  I elected to do so
because my children were exposed to the language and behavior (both
often uncontrollably poor on phone) and as a retired educator I did not
want to expose students to that kind of behavior and give it acceptance.
Now should someone be upset at this kind of a remark, I will also point
out I have also retired from the US Navy.  Two very different worlds
with very different standards and purposes.  We need to remember where
we are and who is involved in amateur radio.

Off soap box.

KQ5U, Terry
Spring, Texas

----- Original Message -----
From: Ed Tanton <n4xy@earthlink.net>
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2002 16:24
Subject: My own comments to the FCC on RM-10413...


> FWIW:
>
> "I utterly oppose the reallocation of existing non-SSB frequencies for
> the following reasons: 1) Existing SSB allocations are adequate as
long
> as reasonable order and behavior are followed; 2) Non-SSB modes
> encourage experimentation; 3) Morse code(CW) operation is a mode of
> choice for developing ("3rd world") countries due to the simplicity of
> CW equipment compared to that required for SSB; and 4) Young operators
> in this country and elsewhere frequently must use such simple
equipment
> due to the ease of construction and/or relatively lower costs of
> equipment used for Morse code(CW) operation."
>
> 73  Ed Tanton  N4XY  <n4xy@earthlink.net>
>
> Ed Tanton  N4XY
> 189 Pioneer Trail
> Marietta, GA  30068-3466
>
> website:   http://www.n4xy.com
>
> All emails <IN> & <OUT> checked by
> Norton AntiVirus with AutoProtect
>
> LM: ARRL  QCWA  AMSAT & INDEXA;
> SEDXC  NCDXA    GACW   QRP-ARCI
> OK-QRP  QRP-L #758  K2 (FT) #00057
>
>
>


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 17:08:55 -0500
From: Dave Gingrich <Dave@dcg.org>
To: k5di@zianet.com,
        "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>
Subject: [125532] Re: DX back on 15 meters
Message-ID: <5.1.0.14.2.20020425161817.02d40210@127.0.0.1>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 15:12 4/25/2002 -0600, Karl F. Larsen wrote:

>         I got my PSK-31 gear working well on 20 meters and then went to
>21.070 and there was just one station calling CQ...9A6STZ I called him and
>he came right back. It was a shock because this guy is in Croatia! We
>chatted and he said my QRP was 559 100% copy with -26 IMD. The FT-817 does
>have a good setup for PSK.

Yep... PSK definitely works.  I was in Korea a couple of weeks ago and took 
my K2 along. I hung an 85 foot wire out the second floor window with a 60 
ft wire on the ground. I called CQ running 5 watts on PSK and made contact 
with an LU6 in Argentina. Now I haven't looked carefully at a map, but I 
think that Argentina is about as far away from Korea as one can 
talk.  Needless to say, I was impressed!

=======================
David C. Gingrich, K9DC
Indianapolis, Indiana
Dave@dcg.org
=======================


------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 18:20:42 -0400
From: Steven Weber <kd1jv@moose.ncia.net>
To: w2wurjj@verizon.net
Cc: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125533] Re: VLF Transmitter & Receiver
Message-ID: <3.0.6.32.20020425182042.007a0a10@mailhost.ncia.net>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Has anyone preliminary data / designs for VLF equipment in >contemplation
of new frequency assignments? - W2WU
>
What new freqeuncy assignments?

How about a simple DC converter into a PC sound card for DSPing? Do the
reverse for transmitting. Most of the effective VLF modulation modes need a
PC anyway. Can probably find a standard crystal frequency to divide down
for the LO to put you somewhere in the band and the PC would let you look
at a 10-20 KHz slice of the band. Maybe more.

Boy, all the switching supplies in use today must make it murder on the VLF
bands!




72,
Steve, KD1JV
"Melt Solder"
White Mountains of New Hampshire
http://www.qsl.net/kd1jv/

------------------------------

Date: Thu, 25 Apr 2002 18:24:24 EDT
From: Mercxx@aol.com
To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu
Subject: [125534] Forsale PSK 80
Message-ID: <95.1b888b19.29f9dc18@aol.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon,
  I have for sale a Psk 80 Warbler by the NJQRP group.  I picked it up in a 
deal and have only used it to receive.  I haven't had time to put up a decent 
antenna for it.  It is not in an enclosure and comes with the assembly 
manual.  Add power, antenna and a computer and away you go.  I am asking 
80.00 shipped priority mail insured.  However I will consider trades for QRP 
kits or other QRP gear.  All offers considered.  Thanks for your time and 
have a great day.

73
Steve
N4TKP
Bartow, Florida

------------------------------

End of QRP-L Digest 2536
************************
--------------------------------

